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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The reply filed on 20 October 2003 has been considered, but is not convincing. 

2. Applicant's statement that the amendments to claims 1 1 , 16, 33 and 38 are not 
limiting, appears to indicate that they are merely non-functional descriptive material and 
have no weight for purposes of patentability, therefore, the previous rejections remain. 

3. The ids filed on 3 November 2003 has been considered. 

4. Claims 7-12 and 29-45 have been rejected under 1 12 as being indefinite and 
inoperative, as no amendments have been made to these claims, the rejections stand. 

5. Applicant is reminded that although the specification may be enabling, it is 
improper to read limitations of the specification into the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 7-12 and 29-37 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the computations" and "the first one of the 
computations". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

"the plurality of computations" lacks antecedent basis. 

Claim 29 recites the limitation "the computations" and "the first one of the 
computations". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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The preamble states that the apparatus includes a number of processors, yet the 
body of the claim says that the number of processors is a function of the durations of 
the computations where "the" refers to the computations used to form the code. Does 
this mean the apparatus changes in response to the duration detected to calculate the 
code, or is it that the duration is known ahead of time and the apparatus I arranged 
accordingly, Finally, is there actual generation of the code in the claim? The positively 
recited step with respect to the code is "selecting" one of the processors "to generate" 
the code. There is no clear step of "generating". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claim 29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 

to non-statutory subject matter. While the method is for use in an apparatus in the 

preamble, the two positively recited steps of receiving and selecting are not specifically 

tied back to the apparatus, it is unclear if the claim is in the technological arts. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a), shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Obermeir et al (5,559,890) and under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Goldstein et al (6,128,735) and Goff et al (6,347,143). 

Claim 7 appears to be a "product by process" claim, the number of processors 
being based on the duration of computation. The claim is drawn to the resultant 
apparatus: an interface, a selector and N processors. The manner in which N is 
determined wouldn't serve to distinguish the resultant structure of the apparatus from 
another system that also had N processors or even more than N processors. Prior art 
that includes multiple encryption elements and a selector to route the data to include 
Obermeir et al (5,559,890), see figure 4, Goldstein et al (6,128,735) and Goff et al 
(6,347,143). 

Obviously, parallel processors divide up the work and allow increases in speed. 

Examiner's Amendment 

9. An examiner's amendment to the record appears below. Should the changes 
and/or additions be unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be filed as provided 
by 37 CFR 1 .312. To ensure consideration of such an amendment, it MUST be 
submitted no later than the payment of the issue fee. 

The application has been amended as follows: 
In the Claims: 
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claim 7, lines 2-3, change the phrase "for authenticating" to "for use when 
authenticating" 

Claim 29, line 1, change the phrase "for authenticating" to "for use when 
authenticating" 

Authorization for this examiner's amendment was given in a telephone interview 
with Examiner Cosimano and Mr Gamberdell on 7 January 2004. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 1-6, 16-28, 38-45 are allowable. 

1 1 . The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
The prior art of record: 

1) Haruki et al (4,632,252) or Szewerenko et al disclose assigning tasks 
within a processing system to various units based on the operational demands of the 
system. 

2) Kanehara (JP 1 1-2731 1 A) discloses the use of a number of different 
encryption devices, the inclusion of an indication of the encryption device used in the 
transmitted information and the selection of a decryption device based on information 
contained in the transmitted information. 

3) Cordery et al (6,073,125) discloses the selection of one of a number of 
authentication units based on the key used to produce the authentication information 

As per Claims 1 and 24. 

The prior art of record does not disclose or fairly teach using one of a plurality of 
processors to verify a subset of accounting transactions where the processor used to 
verify the subset of accounting transactions is the processor that is associated with the 
subset of accounting transactions, claims 2-6 and 25-28 are allowable for the same 
reasons. 

As per Claims 16 and 38. 

The prior art of record does not teach or suggest using a first processor to 
produce various data elements in an ensemble of postage information and select one of 
a plurality of second processors to generate at least one element of a postage indicia 
from the ensemble of information for the transaction. Claims 17-23 and 39-45 are 
allowable for the same reasons. 
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Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas A. Dixon whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6803. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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